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J A N U A R ~  19,2005 
~ E E T I ~ ~  ~ I I ~ U T E S  

SENT: Lori Barbeau, DDS; Bruce Barrette, DDS; David Carroll, RDH; Keith Clemence, 
DDS; Nanette Kosydar Dreves, RDH; Judith Ficks; Wilber Gill, DDS; Karen 
Jahimiak, DDS; Catherine Schleis, RDH; Richard Strand, DDS. 

Toni Ryan, Bureau Director; Dennis Schuh, Board Legal Counsel; Jacquelyn 
Rothstein, DRL Legal Counsel, Kevin Murphy, Bureau Assistant. 

Shirley Gutkowski, WDHA; Peter Theo, W-DHA; Constance Schuster, WDHA; 
Nancy McKenney, DHFS; Robert Dwyer, DDS, DRFS; Andrew Snyder, DRFS; 
Karen Ordinans, Children’s Health Alliance of WI; Moreen Hube, WDA; Sabrina 
Fox, WDA; Kathleen Endres, Dental Hygiene Association of W1. 

S: 

Chair Bruce Barrette called the meeting to order at 8:35 a m  

The Hoard, DRL staff, and guests recited the pledge of allegiance 

Under “Administrative Report,” Dr. Barrette added “Credentialing Report.” 
After item AA, Dr. Barrette added “Dr. Siefert report of Dr. t e e  Krahenbuhl.” 

eletions: 

Item K - Dr. Barrette deleted: “Presentation and deliberation of proposed stipulation in the 
matter of Peter Hehli, DDS.” 
Item C ~ Dr. Barrette deleted “CPR requirements oflicensure” 
Item I - Dr. Barrette deleted “Review of Applications ~ Foreign Trained Dentists” 

Under item F: Dr. Barrette flipped “Discussion of Hearing Comments” and “Review of 
Clearinghouse Comments.” 

Pi: Dr. Gill moved, seconded by Mr. Carroll, to approve the agenda as 
amended. Motion carried unanimously. 
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A YA 

Amendments to ~ovember  3rd draft: 

* Part four of the motion under “Report, Discussion, and Possible Board Action Regarding 
Foreign Trained Dentist Evaluation Programs” should read: “to include this entire report, 
including all attachments, as part of the Board’s minutes.” 
Under “Central Regional Dental Testing Service (CRDTS) Report,” delete “and that 
input fiom NERB and SERTA is critical as efforts continue.” 
Under “Review of Applications - Foreign Trained Dentists,” delete “until the January, 
2005 meeting” from the motion. 

N: Dr. Gill moved, seconded by Dr. Barbeau, to approve the minutes of 
November 3,2004 and November 16,2004 as amended. Motion carried 
unanimously. 

s 
Dr Barrette called three trmes for nominations for the office of Chair 

M O T I O ~ :  Dr. Gill moved, seconded by Ms. Dreves, to nominate Dr. Bruce Barrette 
as Chair of the Board. After no other nominations were offered, motion 
carried ~manimously. 

Dr. Barrette called three times for nominations for the office of Vice Chair. 

S: Ms. Ficks moved, seconded by Dr. Jahimiak, to nominate Dr. Richard 
Strand as Vice Chair. After no other nomiiiations were offered, motion 
carried unanimously, 

Dr. Barrette called three times for nominations for the office of Secretary. 

: Dr. Gill moved, seconded by Ms. Schleis, to nominate 
Kosydar DrWeS as Secretary. After no other nominati 
motion carried unanimously. 

~ppointments to iiaison, co~mittee,  an 

Dr. Barrette noted that for now no changes wilt be made, but that these posts may be reviewed at 
one ofthe upcoming meetings. 
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eview of travel, otel, and quorum check 

The Bureau Director reviewed Department policy on speaking engagements, in-state and out-of- 
state travel: quorum checks, and hotel reservations. Dr. Strand asked for reconsideration of 
current Department policy on travel in order to facilitate increased Board participation in the 
formation of the National Uniform Clinical Exam. The Bureau Director then infomed the Board 
that the Bureau Assistant would soon be leaving DRL. 

N: Ms. Ficks moved, seconded by Ms. Dreves, to commend Kevin Murphy 
for his service with the Board. otion carried unanimously. 

Ling and ~creening 

O T I O ~ :  Dr. Gill moved, seconded by Ms. Schleis, to approve the 2005 meeting 
and screening dates. Motion Gamed unanimously. 

Dr. Barrette asked for an update on the pending circuit court case in the matter of Lee 
Krahenbuhl, DDS. The Bureau Director promised to follow up on this case. 

Smith, DDS - withdrawal of appointment 

The Bureau Director noted Dr. Smith’s withdrawal of his appointment to serve on the Dentistry 
Examining Board. 

DF. Strand reported that in 2005 the committee credentialed 21 dentists and 14 hygienists. The 
committee will recommend the denial of one application in closed session. 

ty § e ~ r e t a ~ y  

Deputy Secretary Rowe stated that the Department is waiting on the Governor’s final budget 
proposal and noted that all agencies were required to submit a 10 percent reduction plan. The 
Department plan would eliminate 12.65 full time positions and cut $1.1 million. Dr. Barrette 
expressed concern that the DRL budget plan included giving the Department the final say on 
Board decisions. Ms. Rowe noted that the language in the plan is not in any way intended to 
preempt Board actions. Dr. Strand expressed concern that the cuts could result in a slowing of 
the complaint resolution process, but Ms. Rowe assured Dr. Strand that cuts will not 
substantially affect the investigation and prosecution process. 
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Y 12,2005 - K 

TION: Ms. Ficks moved, seconded by Mr. Carroll, to approve Dr. Barrette to 
represent the Board and present at the WDA meeting in February. Motion 
carried unanimously. 

VE UEST - 

Dr. Strand stared that he has been invited to discuss at the Lacrosse BAR meeting ?he handling 
of dental complaints and the licensure process. 

N: Ms. Schleis moved, seconded by Mr. Carroll, to approve Dr. Strand's 
attendance of the January 24,200.5 Lacrosse Bar meeting. Motion carried 
unanimously. 

DOE Attorney Pam Stach presented the proposed stipulation, final decision and order. The 
matter will be deliberated on in closed session. 

s 

DOE Attorney Arthur Thexton presented the proposed stipulations, final decisions, and orders. 
Mr. Thexton noted that an attorney deknding roughly half of the respondents was present and 
invited him to appear before the Board. Dr. Barrette, the Board Chair, stated that the attorney 
cannot appear before ?he Board, as 110 official notice of appearance is listed on the agenda. Afler 
his presentation, Mr. Thexton took questions from ?he Board. These matters will be deliberated 
individually in closed session. 

N 

After Dr. Barrette delivered a report on foreign trained dentist evaluation services: and after a 
discussion on some procedural matters regarding exams, Dr. Barbeau stated that she opposed an 
open door policy for foreign trained dentists. However, she requested that the Board research 
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what other states are doing with regard to foreign trained dentists taking exams, and perhaps 
even consider reviewing foreign trained applicants on an individual basis, rather than 
automatically requiring all foreign trained dentists graduate from an ADA accredited dental 
school. Ms. Dreves warned the Board about possible problems with reading the applications of 
foreign trained dentists, and stated that a case by case application review system would result in 
a subjective credentialing process. 

N: Dr. Gill moved, seconded by Dr. Strand: 

I )  to adopt the findings of the committee in that there is presently no existing 
evaluation program for foreign trained dentists that adequately measures 
whether their training: specifically the clinical phase of their dental education, 
is equivalent to ADA approved programs; 

2) to issue a letter to any person that applies for licensure under Ss. 447.04 
(I)(b) and DE 4.02 indicating that the hoard is unable to act on hisiher 
application at the present time due to the Undvai~dbillty of a hoard approved 
evaluation progam; 

3) and such letter he approved by the committee composed of Drs. Barrette, 
Gill, and Clemence. Letter shall be sent for pending applications for foreign 
trained dentists within the next ten business days. If the department has not 
issued such letters within the next ten business days, the secretary of the 
board is authorized to issue such letters. Future applications involving 
foreign trained dentists shall also be sent this letter within ten business days 
of receiving their completed applications. If the department has not issued 
such letters within ten business days_ the board secretary is authorized l o  issue 
the letter. If a suitable evaluation program is approved by the board pursuant 
to Ss. 447.04 (l)(b) and DE 4.02, applicants may reapply for consideration at 
that time; 

4) to include this entire report including all attachments as part of the Board’s 
minutes. 

Motion carried unanimously 

Ms. Dreves recused herself from the discussion and left the room. Dr. Barrette presented the 1991 
and 2001 positions of the Board requiring a diagnosis by a dentist before placement of a sealant by a 
dental hygienist and the statutory authority that extends to the Board in this matter. Joseph 
Graskemper, DDS, JD, Professor of Practice Management at Stony Brook Dental School in New 
York. discussed the standard of care and how it applied to the need for a diagnosis by a dentist before 
the placement of a sealant. Dr. Barrette yielded the gavel to the Vice Chair. A lengthy discussion 
with conflicting views was expressed by various members of the Board, both in support and 
opposition to the issue. 
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: Dr. Barrette moved, seconded by 
appropriate placement o f  sealants requires a dental diagnosis as to the 
presence or absence ofcaries, the presemation of a minimum standard of 
acceptable care for all patients requires that such diagnosis be obtained 
prior to such applications, including each of the practice settings 
enumerated in Section 447.06 (2) of the Wisconsin Statutes. Roll call 
vote: Barbeau-no; Barrette-yes; Carroll-no; Clemence-yes; 
Dreves-recused; Ficks-abstained; Gill-yes; Jahimiak-abstained: 
Sclileis-no; Strand-yes. Motion failed for lack of a majority of the 
quorum, 4-3. 

r. Gill, to state that since the 

Dr. Barrette briefly discussed the history of this mle, noting that roughly two years ago the Board 
decided its anesthesia mle needed a complete review. The Board recognized the promise of 
conscious sedation to ease patient anxiety and expand access to dental care, but also understood 
the necessity to ensure that anesthetics were administered in the safest and most reliable manner 
possible. 

Dr, Barrette allowed each member o f  the Board to voice their general reaction to the hearing 
comments before initiating a point-by-point review of the mle. Common Board concerns 
included the defining o f  the different levels of sedation and the required hours of training, 

~ ~ t r a t i ~ ~  

After each member of the Board offered their comments on titration, Dr. Barrette stated that the 
majority of the Board opposed oral titration and that language details would be worked out in the 
future. 

The Board discussed the training hour requirements, and generally agreed that a drop in required 
hours was acceptable as long as the training hours are didactic and not marketing-related. If the 
Board decides to require different amounts of training for enteral and parenteral sedation, the 
Board will offer its rationale in an issue of the Regulatory Digest. 

Dr. Gill suggested requiring basic life support training for enteral sedation, and advanc.ed life 
support training €or parenteral sedation. After Dr. Clemence suggested that the Board require 
training in airway management for enteral sedation, a discussion ensued about the quality and 
availability of airway management courses. The Board agreed that it would continue to work on 
the necessary language for this requirement. 
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The Board discussed requirements for the stethoscope and defibrillator. Dr. Barbeau suggested 
requiring a capnograph. The Board also discussed the necessary equipment requirements for the 
operating and recovery rooms. Dr. Gill suggested requiring different sets of equipment for 
enteral and parenteral sedation. 

e r ~ i t s  

Dr. Barrette coiicluded that a majority of the Board favored the permit requirement Dr. Gill was 
the only member to oppose the permit requirement. 

The Board agreed that the post-op recovery monitoring needed to be discussed further. 

‘The Board agreed that it will explore redefining levels l 1  2. and 3. 

eview of  lear ring 

Jacquelynn Kothstein noted that the Board will have to review language regarding the delegation 
of duties to hygienists. 

eview of ~ l e ~ r i n g  

Board Counsel Dennis Schuh informed the 
more easily be addressed at Wis. Admin. Code 3 DE 2.015. The Board will review this I-& for 
approval in March. 

oard that the delinition of a dental school could 

SITE TI s 

Ms. Dreves distributed drafts of white papers for the Board’s website. She noted that the 
articles, written about teeth whitening and conscious sedation advertising, are identical to articles 
published in past regulatory digests. 

N: Ms. Ficks moved, seconded by r. Carroll, to approve 
articles on teeth whitening and conscious sedation advertising as white 
papers for the web. Ms. Schleis abstained. Motion camed. 
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Ms. Dreves noted that the Dentistry Regulatory Digest was last published in January of 2003. 
The Bureau Director reminded the Board that because of budgetary constraints, the Digest 
cannot be mailed to all licensees. He added that the best option would be to publish the Digest 
on the website. 

ON: Dr. Strand moved, seconded by Ms. Dreves, in favor of the Secretary of 
the Board addressing a letter to Ms. Rowe stating its displeasure with the 
Department not publishing and mailing the Digest, Motion camed. 

EN s 
N: Dr. Strand moved, seconded by Dr. Barbeau, to delegate to the Board 

Monitor the authority to grant three month stays of suspension. Motion 
carried unanimously. 

The Monitor will deliver regular reporis to the Board on the &ranted slays, and all requests for 
modifications ofan order will come before the full Board. 

T- IC ST 

Dr. Strand reported that 2005 exam assignments were sent out in December. Also, he reported 
that the National Uniform Clinical Exam (NUCE) is moving rapidly. 

UCE 

Dr. Barrette reported on some news from a recent conference in New Orleans. He noted that the 
ADLEC committee has been dissolved and replaced with the American Board of  Dental 
Examiners. Dr. Barrette noted that Vince Jones has been selected as the Wisconsin 
representative and that Cindy Riffle will serve on the board ofdirectors. She will have a voice, 
but no vote. Dr. Banette will send the Board a full report once it becomes available. Dr. 
Barrette also noted that the first component of the NUCE will be tested on February 12-14. Dr. 
Barrette encouraged members to attend the March AADE meeting, noting that the NUCE will be 
presented in detail. 

Noted, 

SE 

Ms. Ficks moved, seconded by Dr. Jahimiak, to convene to closed session 
to deliberate on cases follow-ing hearing (Wis. Stat. 5 19.85 ( I )  (a)), to 
consider closing disciplinary investigation with administrative w-aming (Wis. 
Stat. 5 19.85 (1) (b) and Wis. Stat. 5 440.205), to consider individual histories 
or disciplinary data (Wis. Stat. 5 19.85 (1) (0): and to confer with legal 
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counsel (Wis. Stat. S. 19.85 ( I )  (g)). Motion carried unanimously in a roll call 
vote. 

TION: Ms. Ficks moved, seconded by Dr. Barbeau, to reconvene into open 
session. Motion GalTied unanimously. 

A S 

N: Dr. Gill moved; seconded by 
ental Board seeking ail relevant details regarding the 

appiication of Clayborn Taylor, DDS. Motion camed unanimously. 

s. Dreves, to contact the Ohio court system 

TIP 
CA 

N: Dr. Jahimiak moved, seconded by s. Schleis; IO adopt the proposed 
stipulation, final decision and order in the matter of Thomas K. Cain, 
DDS. Ms. Dreves abstained from deliberation and voting. hlolion 
carried. 

3: Dr. Gill moved, seconded by Mr. Canoll, to grant Dr. Rebecca Swenson a 
full license. Dr. Strand opposed the motion. Motion carried. 

: Ms. Dreves moved, seconded by Dr. Strand, to adopt <he proposed 
stipulation, final decision and order in the matter of James T. Ward, DDS. 
Ms. Ficks abstained from deliberation and voting. NIotion camied. 

N 

iak, to adopt the proposed 
stipulation, final decision and order in the matter of Thomas Kissner, 
DDS. Ms. Ficks abstained from deliberation and voting. Motion carried. 
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N 

~ ~ O T I O N :  Dr. Barbeau moved, seconded by Dr. Jahimiak, to adopt the proposed 
stipulation, final decision and order in the matter of Frederick Ballerini, 
DDS. Ms. Ficks abstained from deliberation and voting. Motion carried. 

IN 
F ALAN LEVER, DDS - 

, C1ernenc.e moved, seconded by Mr. Carroll, to adopt the proposed 
stipulation, final decision and order in the matter of Alan Lever, DDS. 
Ms. Ficks abstained from deliberation and voting. Motion carried. 

F PROPOSED STIP~LATION, FINAL DECISION AND ORDER IN E L I ~ E ~ T I  

N: Dr. Strand moved, seconded by Mr, Carroll, to deny the proposed 
stipulation, final decision and order in the matter of Allen Richard Welsh, 
DDS. Ms, Ficks abstained from deliberation and voting. Motion carried. 

SIDERATION F ORDER FIXING COSTS IN T E ~ A T T E R  OF LEE 
S 

K: Dr. Gill moved, seconded by Ms. Ficks, to adopt the order fixing costs and 
state that ifpayment is not made by February 18: Dr. Krahenbuhl's license 
will be suspended immediately. Motion carried unanimously. 

At <his time Dr. Strand discussed the Dr. Siefert's repoit on his December 13 site visit to the office of 
Dr. Krahenbuhl. 

N TE 

N: Dr. Jahimiak moved, seconded by Mr. Carroli, to adopt the administrative 
warning in the matter of case 04 DEN 055. Motion carried unanimously. 

c NG ATT 

N: Dr. Jahimiak moved, seconded by Ms. Dreves, to adopt the administrative 
warning in the matter of 01 DEN 049. Motion carried unanimously. 
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NG 

N: Ms. Dreves moved, seconded by Dr. Jahimiak, to adopt the administrative 
warning in the matter of 01 DEN 049. Motion carried unanimously. 

Immediately preceding DOE Monitoring, the Board made the following motion: 

N: Dr. Strand moved, seconded by Ms. Dreves, to send a letter to WDA stating 
that the Board is no longer accepting Dr. Charles Engel as an impaired 

ssiona! provider. Any practitioner placed on an order will receive a list 
3rd-approved therapists. Motion carried unanimously. 

JAMES M A R K E ~ S O N ,  DS - REQ~EST FOR THREE MONT 

N: Ms. Ficks moved. seconded by Ms. Schleis, to grant a three month stay in the 
matter of James Markenson, DDS. Motion carried unanimously, 

S s 

N: Dr. Jahimiak moved, seconded by Dr. Barbeau, to grant a three month stay 
with a reduction in screens from 60 to 40 per year in the matter of William 
Beaupre, DDS. Motion carried unanimously. 

S -  UES AY 
&I ICA 

N: Ms. Dreves moved, seconded by Ms. Ficks, to grant the three month stay but 
deny modifications in the matter of Blair Moldenhauer, DDS. Motion carried 
unanimously, 

AT s- 

N: Di. Clemence moved, seconded by Mr. Carroll, to grant a three month stay in 
the matter of John Reed, DDS. Motion carried unanimously. 

S -  GEST E STAY 

K: Ms. Dreves moved, seconded by Mr. Carroll, to grant a three month stay in 
the matter of Gregg Seyler, DDS. Motion carried unanimously. 

AN 

X: Ms. Dreves moved, seconded by Dr. Strand, to accept the surrender of Dr. 
Brian Painter’s license provided that he remain obligated to complete the 
requirements of his September 1 I ,  2002, order in order to restore his license. 
Motion carried unanimously. 
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TION: Ms, Schleis moved, seconded by Dr. Clemence, to deny fhe local anesthesia 
certification of Linda Goretchke. Motion camed unanimously. 

: Ms. Dreves moved, seconded by Mr. Carroll, to close case 02 DEN 147 
for no violation. Motion carried unanimously. 

M s ,  Dreves moved: seconded by Dr. Strand, to close case 01 DEN 049 for 
insufficient evidence. Motion carried unanimously. 

Dr. Gill moved, seconded by Mr. Carroll, to close case 03 DEN 11 l for no 
violation. Motion carried unanimously. 

W: 

MOTION: 

E N  

r. Strand moved, seconded by Dr. Jahimiak, to adjourn the meeting at 
3:30 p.m. Motion carried unanimously. 

Next ~ e e t i n g :   marc^ 2,2005 
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FOREIGN T D E ~ ~ U A T I ~ N  PROG S 

At the September board meeting, the Wisconsin Dentistry Examining Board (DEB) 
authorized the chairman to appoint a committee to examine evaluation programs fbr 
foreign trained dentists and determine if any programs qualified for board approval as 
provided by DE 4.02. Drs. Gill, Clemence, and Barrette were appointed as members of 
the committee. 

Letters were sent on September 24,2004 to twelve evaluation companies. A list of the 
companies (Attachment A) is included in the packet as well as copies of the letters 

type of clinical training the forei 
equivalency exists with Americ 
standards. Out of the three rep1 
comparison and are unaware of anyone who can (See Attachment D and E). The third 
reply was Educational Credential Evaluators @ 
ac~owledged they do not claim to take the pl 

ent 3 and C) that were s ttee was interested in  ding out. what 
dentists received so that we could det 

A) accredited program 
cannot make this type of 

A~achment F) who 
accreditation. At the same 

role is “to dete 
of education comp 

‘ the United States.” The committee concludes that ECE is unable to determine whether 
the education received by a foreign trained dentist is the equivalent of an ADA accredited 
dentistry program 

In addition, the report 6om 
Canada was made available 
report where Canada spent 4 years 
between their standards and foreign 

Gerrow of the National Dental E x ~ ~ g  Board of 
e members (See A t t ~ ~ e n t  G). Thi 

difficult and prone to error.” A follow up telephone conversation was made in 
. Gerrow confjnned the ~ e l i a b i I i ~  of both credential evaluation and 
on of foreign trained dentists. At the present e foreign trained a p p l i c ~ ~  to 
ust ~ d e r t ~ e  an Eligibi ltiple choice test for entrance 

ental schools. Em space available basis 
e. It should be noted th 

taining their degree 
upon passing that exam &e 

program is for 2 years iesul 
not accept ce~f i ca~ ion  program 
they are eligible to take the Can 
eligible for licensure. 

The committee also talked to the Marquette University Schoof of Dentistry about 
Educational Credential Evaluators, h c .  and ECE’s statement that the school uses ECE 
evaluation reports. arquette requires any foreign h-ained dentists to complete a 
 mum of thee 
only circumstance in which the school uses ECE is if they have an opening in the& DDS 
program after the first year, then they use ECE to verify the person is who they claim to 
be and has in fact completed the training they have indicated in their application. 
However, under no circumstances do they utilize ECE evaluation reports to establish 
equivalence with clinical training. (See Attachment w) 

of dental school training in order to obtain a D 



In a letter to Cathy Pond dated June 20,2003 (See Attachment 0, ECE stated that the 
American Dental Association uses their services. We talked to onna Wojciechows~ at 
the ADA about their use of ECE and were told that ECE obtains transcripts, translations, 
and verifications of foreign trained dentists for the sole purpose of determining whether 
an applicant should be allowed to take National Boards Part I which tests the didactic 
portion of their education. However, under no circumstance is any equivalency 
determination of their clinical training undertaken. 

Finally, we had an extensive conversation with Marshall Shragg, the executive director of 
the Minnesota Board of Dentistry. In that conversation, Mr. Shragg informed us that 
three years ago the Minnesota legislature advised the Board not to deny a foreign trained 
dentist a license solely on the basis of being foreign trained. The Minnesota Board 
decided they would utilize criteria including such factors as grade point, course content, 
interviews, and an evaluation program to decide whe er an applicant is eligible for 
licensure. For their evaluation program, they first ut 
were not satisfied with their services SO then turned to ECE. However, after employing 
ECE for a two-year period, the Minnesota board terminated their services because the 
reports they received were inconsistent and unreliable. They were also told that the 

lieensure were translations. Presently, they are using a company called 7C 
also disclosed to us that the ~ i ~ e s o ~  Board of Dentistry has 

now come to the conclusion that evaluation programs are unreliable and therefore as of 
October 14,2004 have begun their rule making process to require a minimum of 2 years 
of education in an ADA accredited school in order to become licensed. 

The members of this committee have determined that presently there is no existing 
evaluation program for for 
training, specifically the cl 
approved programs. As such, the c o ~ i t t e e  recommends that the hoard adopt these 
findings. The committee further rec 
for Iicensure under Ss 4 

' 

ed World Education Services but 

slated by ECE and they discovered that the applicants for 

ained dentists that can adequately measure whether their 
phase of their dental education, is eq~valent  to 

ds a letter be issued to any person that applies 
4.02 indicating that the board is unable 
to the una~ai lab i I i~  of a board approve 

e c o ~ i t t e e  recommends that such letter be approved by the committee compose 
Drs. Barrette, Gill, and Clemence. Letters shall be sent for pending applications for 
foreign trained dentists wi the next ten business days. If the d e p ~ e n t  has not 
issued such letters within the next ten business days, the secretary of the board is 
authorized to issue the letters. Future applications involving foreign trained dentists shall 
also be sent this letter with& ten business days of receiving their completed applications. 
I€ the dep-ent has not issued such letters within ten business days, the board secretary 
is authorized to issue the letter. 
board, pursuant to Ss. 447.04 (1 
consideration at that time. 

suitable evaluation program is approved by the 
E 4.02, applicants may reapply for 

The committee also recomniends that this entire report including the attachments he 
included as pari of the Board's minutes. 
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1 7 1 0  C L ~ V E ~ N O  AVENUE 
MARINETTE. WISCONSIN 54143 
I 7 1  5 )  732- 1332 
FAX (715) 732-1060 IP-ONI masil 

September 24,2 C ~ ~ T  B 

Laura C. Martinez 
Educational Credential Evaluators, Inc. 

Your letter dated April 5,2004 to Dr. Barbara Showers of the Wisconsin Department of 

Wiionsin Dentistry Examining Board The Board is in the process of gathering 
Regulations and Licensing was recently forvrard to me in my Capacity as chairman of the 

f 

In both your GeReral and Cowse-by-Cowse evaluation reports, how is equivalency 
between foreign diniul murses and ADA amedited dintcnl courses detrrmined? 
there any on-site visits of foreign facilities undertaken by dentists employed by your 
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October 5,2004 

W O R L D  E D U C A T I O N  SERVICES. I N C  

A'ITA-NT D 
P.O. BOX 5087 
BOW1.INC GREEN STATION 
NEW YORL NY 1U271-5087 

TEL; 212.')66.631 I 
;AX: 211.739.biW 
[-MAIL: 1NIOBWtS.ORG 
WWW.Wt>.ORti 

inin 

Marinette, WI  54143 

e: 

This is in response to your letter of September 24*. 

Unfortunately, World Education Services does not offer the type of service you outline in your 
letter. We are a k a  unaware of any other evaluation service In the United States whlch does 
offer these services. 

I we cannot be of 



Mr. Bruce J. Barrette, D.D.S., S.C. 
Wisconsin Dentistry Examtlwn . gBoar 
1710 Cleveland Avenue 
Marinette, WX 54143 

a r o b a  6,2004 

Dear Dr. Barreite, 

you fm ~ n t a c t i ~  
a t i o ~  

The primary function of credentialing agencies such as ICD is to provide an e~fuat ion of thc 
academic credentials of individuals educated o m  and not an evaluation of the. educational 

Therefore, ICD's evaluations, like those of all credentials evaluation services with which we are 
familiar, 'an geared toward the accurate academic placement of fOnign-irained applicants, and 
om evaluations m e t  the need of state licensing hoards for infomation about the academic, and 

clinical pixbons of the training of overseas educated healthcare professionals as your 

60 



C R E D E N T Z A L  

E W A ~ W A T O R S  

ctober 8,2 

ear arrette: 

evaluator is trained in and capable of evaluating educational credentials from any 
counhy, but is assigned aportfolio of specific countries. 

e v ~ ~ o r  to develop ad 

61 



. -. . - .. - .. -. . .. . .. _ _  .. . . . . .. . . . - .. . . ... - 

€ D U ~ A T ~ O ~ A ~  

C R E D E N T I A L  

€ V A ~ U A ~ ~ R S  
A F 

w determining the recogoition of the  tion on, we determine if the program of 
ble to a s ~ i l ~ p r a ~  o f ~ d y ~  the Urnled States. This Includes 

content and intenban o f  the ssion requirement, level, ]en 

P*gmm 

We also maintain a network of professional colleagues throughout the Umted 

th our e v ~ u ~ o ~  

countries and to learn about the U.S. educational system and our methodology for 
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Sep.  9. 2004 I:34PM M A R ~ U ~ ~ T E  DENTAL SCHOOL No. J 4 Y j  r. 1 

2 



Ca&v Pond 
Wisconsin D ~ ~ ~ t  of ~ e ~ ~ o n  .and Licensing 
P.O. Box 8935 
Madison u7 53708 

Dear Ys.  Pond: 

P.05 


